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PROJECT NAME :Sengekontacket Pond Dredging, Beach Nourishment and 
Dune Restoration 

PROJECT MUNICIPALITY : Edgarlown 
PROJECT WATEKSHED : Islands 
EOEA NUMBER : 14138 
PROJECT PROPONENT :Town of Edgartoum 
DATE NOTICED IN MONITOR :November 26,2007 

Pursuant to the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (C. L., c. 30, ss. 61-62H) and 
Section 11.06 of the MEPA regulations (301 CMR 11.00), 1 hereby determine that this project 
requires the preparation of a mandatory Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

According to the Environmental Notification Form (ENF), the proposed project consists 
of the dredging of approximately 85,000 to 100,000 cubic yards from 13.9 acres of Land under a 
Salt Pond (LUSP) within existing navigational channels within the Sengekontacket Pond. The 
project includes both maintenance (2.2 acres) and improvement dredging (1 1.7 acres). The 
proponent is proposing to utilize the dredged material as beach nourishment on 13.6 acres of 
adjacent coastal and barrier beaches. The dredged material will be utilized on Bend in the Road 
and Cow Bay Beaches. The channel to be dredged is 6,060 feet long, 100 feet wide, and 
approximately 6-feet deep. The dredging area would be excavated to -6 feet at Mean low Water 
(MLW). It wiIl be hydraulically dredged and the sand will be pumped to disposal sites though 
submerged and floating lines. The sediment analysis indicates that the dredge material is 
appropriate for this disposal. The project will provide navigation improvements for boating, 
storm damage protection, flood control, and improved water quality within the ponds, which 
may improve shellfish habitat. The proposed project area is approximately 27.5 acres. 

This project is subject to a mandatory EIR pursuant to Section 11.03(3)(a)(l)(b) of the 
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MEPA regulations because it alters ten or more acres of any wetland (13.9 acres of LUSP). It 
will require a Chapter 9 1 License and a Section 401 Water Quality Certificate from the 
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP). The proponent should submit a filing in 
compliance with the Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA) and continue to consult 
with the Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program (NHESP). The project may need to 
obtain a Federal Consistency review from the Massachusetts Coastal Zone Management 
(MCZM) Office. It may need a Section 404 Individual Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers. An Order of Conditions will be required from the Edgartown Conservation 
Commission for work within a resource area. Because the proponent is not seeking financial 
assistance from the Commonwealth for the project, MEPA jurisdiction is limited to those aspects 
of the project within the subject matter of required state permits (wetlands, waterways, habitat, 
and stormwater) that may have significant environmental impacts. 

If the proponent decides to extend the dredged channel to the town boat ramp on 
Sengekontacket Pond, it should submit a Notice of Project Change (NPC) to the MEPA Office. It 
should also contact the MEPA Office to discuss how this change would be incorporated into 
EEA# 14 138 and in subsequent submissions. 

SCOPE 

As modified by this scope, the EIR should conform to Section 11.07 of the MEPA 
regulations for outline and content. The EIR should resolve the remaining issues outlined below. 
It should address the comments listed at the end of this Certificate to the extent that they are 
within this scope, and it should include a copy of this Certificate and all comment letters. 

Proiect Description 

The EIR should provide a detailed project description with a summaryihistory of the 
project. It should include existing and proposed site plans. The EIR should identify and describe 
any project phasing. It should identify the timeframe for the project. The EIR should describe 
each state agency action required for the project. It should demonstrate how the project is 
consistent with the applicable performance standards. The EIR should contain sufficient 
information to allow the permitting agencies to understand the environmental consequences of 
their official actions related to the project. 

Alternatives Analysis 

In addition to the Preferred Alternative, the Do Nothing Alternative (Alternative I), the 
EIR should discuss the alternatives from the ENF. The proponent has evaluated alternatives with 
the ability to avoid or minimize wetland related impacts, all centered on the excavation of the 
navigational channel within Edgartown's portion of Sengekontacket Pond. Four alternatives 
were identified in the ENF: 










